Francis Resting, Daniel Ritter and Joseph Gabossi were
called as rebuttal witnesses by the Secretary.

FRANCIS KESTING testified that he was told by Burnett that
he was leaving because he had another job, also he felt stagnated
and didn't think Western's mine was ever going to produce coal
(Tr. 539, 540).  The power plant was the only company contracting
for its coal (Tr. 540).

Upper management at Western, including Upadhyay, would be
furious if someone went to a government regulatory agency.  Such
action would end a person's career (Tr. 541, 542).  However,
Kesting based his opinion on management at other mines {Tr. 542,
543).  In fact, no worker at Western had ever complained to a
state regulatory body (Tr. 543).

DANIEL RITTER indicated that Burnett left Western because
the mine was static and he had a better future where he was going,
Western's only contract was to sell coal to a power plant at
Bonanza (Tr. 545, 546).

As Human Relations Director Burnett occasionally came to him
with complaints about the inability of he and Gabossi to work
under the structure (Tr. 546, 547).

In rebuttal, John Gabossi indicated he didn't treat Fritz
differently from any other employee, nor was he harsh with him
{Tr. 548).

Gabossi complained to Fritz, as well as Upadhyay, about belt
spots put in the ceiling for chain hangers.  He, Upadhyay and
Deardorff examined the condition.  They all agreed it was a poor
installation job (Tr. 549).  Deardorff was Upadhyay's superior
but in engineering and not in production (Tr. 549).

John Sundstrom also had problems with sites underground .
The condition described by the witness involved spots and spads.
Gabossi concluded Sundstrom's complaint was justified (Tr. 550).

When Fritz resigned Upadhyay told Gabossi that he wasn't
very good anyway and it didn't make any difference (Tr. 550,
551) .

Gabossi expressed concern to Upadhyay about the arches.  It
was agreed Beasley was to change the arches immediately (Tr. 551,
552).  It was not done immediately.  When Gabossi complained
Upadhyay said it was Beasley's decision and none of Gabossi's
business (Tr. 552).

Upadhyay did not discuss with Gabossi any of the complaints
against him made by eight of the nine department heads.  The only
ones they talked about involved Beasley and possibly the
purchasing department (Tr. 553, 555).  The on-going complaint
with Beasley involved coordinating efforts underground (Tr. 553).
Every one had problems with Doug Wilson, the company purchasing
agent (Tr. 554).
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